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Fishery Conservation and Management § 600.335 

§ 600.335 National Standard 6—Vari-
ations and Contingencies. 

(a) Standard 6. Conservation and 
management measures shall take into 
account and allow for variations 
among, and contingencies in, fisheries, 
fishery resources, and catches. 

(b) Conservation and management. 
Each fishery exhibits unique uncertain-
ties. The phrase ‘‘conservation and 
management’’ implies the wise use of 
fishery resources through a manage-
ment regime that includes some pro-
tection against these uncertainties. 
The particular regime chosen must be 
flexible enough to allow timely re-
sponse to resource, industry, and other 
national and regional needs. Continual 
data acquisition and analysis will help 
the development of management meas-
ures to compensate for variations and 
to reduce the need for substantial buff-
ers. Flexibility in the management re-
gime and the regulatory process will 
aid in responding to contingencies. 

(c) Variations. (1) In fishery manage-
ment terms, variations arise from bio-
logical, social, and economic occur-
rences, as well as from fishing prac-
tices. Biological uncertainties and lack 
of knowledge can hamper attempts to 
estimate stock size and strength, stock 
location in time and space, environ-
mental/habitat changes, and ecological 
interactions. Economic uncertainty 
may involve changes in foreign or do-
mestic market conditions, changes in 
operating costs, drifts toward overcapi-
talization, and economic perturbations 
caused by changed fishing patterns. 
Changes in fishing practices, such as 
the introduction of new gear, rapid in-
creases or decreases in harvest effort, 
new fishing strategies, and the effects 
of new management techniques, may 
also create uncertainties. Social 
changes could involve increases or de-
creases in recreational fishing, or the 
movement of people into or out of fish-
ing activities due to such factors as age 
or educational opportunities. 

(2) Every effort should be made to de-
velop FMPs that discuss and take into 
account these vicissitudes. To the ex-
tent practicable, FMPs should provide 
a suitable buffer in favor of conserva-
tion. Allowances for uncertainties 
should be factored into the various ele-
ments of an FMP. Examples are: 

(i) Reduce OY. Lack of scientific 
knowledge about the condition of a 
stock(s) could be reason to reduce OY. 

(ii) Establish a reserve. Creation of a 
reserve may compensate for uncertain-
ties in estimating domestic harvest, 
stock conditions, or environmental fac-
tors. 

(iii) Adjust management techniques. In 
the absence of adequate data to predict 
the effect of a new regime, and to avoid 
creating unwanted variations, a Coun-
cil could guard against producing dras-
tic changes in fishing patterns, alloca-
tions, or practices. 

(iv) Highlight habitat conditions. FMPs 
may address the impact of pollution 
and the effects of wetland and estua-
rine degradation on the stocks of fish; 
identify causes of pollution and habitat 
degradation and the authorities having 
jurisdiction to regulate or influence 
such activities; propose recommenda-
tions that the Secretary will convey to 
those authorities to alleviate such 
problems; and state the views of the 
Council on unresolved or anticipated 
issues. 

(d) Contingencies. Unpredictable 
events—such as unexpected resource 
surges or failures, fishing effort greater 
than anticipated, disruptive gear con-
flicts, climatic conditions, or environ-
mental catastrophes—are best handled 
by establishing a flexible management 
regime that contains a range of man-
agement options through which it is 
possible to act quickly without amend-
ing the FMP or even its regulations. 

(1) The FMP should describe the 
management options and their con-
sequences in the necessary detail to 
guide the Secretary in responding to 
changed circumstances, so that the 
Council preserves its role as policy-set-
ter for the fishery. The description 
should enable the public to understand 
what may happen under the flexible re-
gime, and to comment on the options. 

(2) FMPs should include criteria for 
the selection of management measures, 
directions for their application, and 
mechanisms for timely adjustment of 
management measures comprising the 
regime. For example, an FMP could in-
clude criteria that allow the Secretary 
to open and close seasons, close fishing 
grounds, or make other adjustments in 
management measures. 

VerDate Sep<11>2014 10:05 Mar 17, 2021 Jkt 250246 PO 00000 Frm 00075 Fmt 8010 Sfmt 8010 Q:\50\50V12.TXT PC31kp
ay

ne
 o

n 
V

M
O

F
R

W
IN

70
2 

w
ith

 $
$_

JO
B



66 

50 CFR Ch. VI (10–1–20 Edition) § 600.340 

(3) Amendment of a flexible FMP 
would be necessary when cir-
cumstances in the fishery change sub-
stantially, or when a Council adopts a 
different management philosophy and 
objectives. 

§ 600.340 National Standard 7—Costs 
and Benefits. 

(a) Standard 7. Conservation and 
management measures shall, where 
practicable, minimize costs and avoid 
unnecessary duplication. 

(b) Alternative management measures. 
Management measures should not im-
pose unnecessary burdens on the econ-
omy, on individuals, on private or pub-
lic organizations, or on Federal, state, 
or local governments. Factors such as 
fuel costs, enforcement costs, or the 
burdens of collecting data may well 
suggest a preferred alternative. 

(c) Analysis. The supporting analyses 
for FMPs should demonstrate that the 
benefits of fishery regulation are real 
and substantial relative to the added 
research, administrative, and enforce-
ment costs, as well as costs to the in-
dustry of compliance. In determining 
the benefits and costs of management 
measures, each management strategy 
considered and its impacts on different 
user groups in the fishery should be 
evaluated. This requirement need not 
produce an elaborate, formalistic cost/ 
benefit analysis. Rather, an evaluation 
of effects and costs, especially of dif-
ferences among workable alternatives, 
including the status quo, is adequate. 
If quantitative estimates are not pos-
sible, qualitative estimates will suffice. 

(1) Burdens. Management measures 
should be designed to give fishermen 
the greatest possible freedom of action 
in conducting business and pursuing 
recreational opportunities that are 
consistent with ensuring wise use of 
the resources and reducing conflict in 
the fishery. The type and level of bur-
den placed on user groups by the regu-
lations need to be identified. Such an 
examination should include, for exam-
ple: Capital outlays; operating and 
maintenance costs; reporting costs; ad-
ministrative, enforcement, and infor-
mation costs; and prices to consumers. 
Management measures may shift costs 
from one level of government to an-
other, from one part of the private sec-

tor to another, or from the government 
to the private sector. Redistribution of 
costs through regulations is likely to 
generate controversy. A discussion of 
these and any other burdens placed on 
the public through FMP regulations 
should be a part of the FMP’s sup-
porting analyses. 

(2) Gains. The relative distribution of 
gains may change as a result of insti-
tuting different sets of alternatives, as 
may the specific type of gain. The anal-
ysis of benefits should focus on the spe-
cific gains produced by each alter-
native set of management measures, 
including the status quo. The benefits 
to society that result from the alter-
native management measures should 
be identified, and the level of gain as-
sessed. 

[81 FR 71904, Oct. 18, 2016] 

§ 600.345 National Standard 8—Com-
munities. 

(a) Standard 8. Conservation and 
management measures shall, con-
sistent with the conservation require-
ments of the Magnuson-Stevens Act 
(including the prevention of over-
fishing and rebuilding of overfished 
stocks), take into account the impor-
tance of fishery resources to fishing 
communities by utilizing economic and 
social data that are based upon the 
best scientific information available in 
order to: 

(1) Provide for the sustained partici-
pation of such communities; and 

(2) To the extent practicable, mini-
mize adverse economic impacts on such 
communities. 

(b) General. (1) This standard requires 
that an FMP take into account the im-
portance of fishery resources to fishing 
communities. This consideration, how-
ever, is within the context of the con-
servation requirements of the Magnu-
son-Stevens Act. Deliberations regard-
ing the importance of fishery resources 
to affected fishing communities, there-
fore, must not compromise the achieve-
ment of conservation requirements and 
goals of the FMP. Where the preferred 
alternative negatively affects the sus-
tained participation of fishing commu-
nities, the FMP should discuss the ra-
tionale for selecting this alternative 
over another with a lesser impact on 
fishing communities. All other things 
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